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Demographic Changes in Nebraska 1970-80 
By David R. DiMartino 
Cartography by Jason Chen 
The findings of the 1980 Census 
of Population and Housing will be 
released slowly over the next 
several years, and the Review will 
report on those results as they 
become available. This issue exam-
ines the census results by county 
for Nebraska, as reported by the 
P .L. 94-171 report. Though the 
data reported are considered 
"fmal," they are still subject to 
change by the U. S. Bureau of the 
Census. Next month's Review will 
report on the Census results for 
Omaha, Nebraska. 
THE TARGET DATE for the twentieth decennial U. S. Census of Population 
and Housing was April 1, 1980. Months 
of preparation preceded Census Day, and 
additional months of time are being used 
to compile, check, and release the infor-
mation collected. 
The U. S. Bureau of the Census 
releases the information collected in 
several forms and stages. The data are 
released as published reports, on micro-
fiche cards, and on magnetic computer 
tapes. After local review of the data, 
population counts are made available 
through several report series. The series 
are referred to as Preliminary, Advance, 
and Final. 
The Preliminary Report series was 
issued first and reported on population 
and housing unit counts by counties, 
townships, precincts, and incorporated 
places in Nebraska. The Advance Report 
series also has been released and reported 
on the revised population and housing 
unit counts for the same areas. In 
addition, the Advance Reports differ-
entiate the population counts by race 
(white, black, American Indian, Asian, 
and other) and identify the population 
of Spanish origin. The Final Report 
series has yet to be released; that series 
will include more detailed information 
both by area (blocks, census tracts, etc.) 
and by demographic characteristics (race, 
sex', age, etc.). However, even the Final 
Report series will be subject to correc-
tions, due to clerical errors or litigation. 
In addition to the printed reports, 
Census results will be available on 
computer tape. The series of tapes are 
referred to as Summary Tape Files (STF) 
and will report the final Census counts in 
detail. The first of the series is scheduled 
for release this summer. 
The results of the 1980 Census are 
released in one additional way. The 
"Special Population Summary" is issued 
by the Census Bureau, as mandated by 
Public Law 94-1 71, in order to enable 
the apportionment of representation for 
the U. S. Congress. The P.L. 94-171 
report serves as the final official popu-
lation count for that purpose and records 
population by precinct, with each pre-
cinct divided into areas as small as the 
Census block level. 
This report on the 1980 Census results 
for Nebraska is compiled from the 
P.L. 94-171 report, supplemented as 
indicated by the advance report for 
Nebraska (PHC 80-V-29). 
Nebraska 
The official population count for 
Nebraska by the 1980 Census was 
1,570,006 inhabitants. Nebraska's 1980 
population amounted to 0.69 percent of 
the total population of the United States 
(226,504,825) and was nearly unchanged 
from its proportion of 0 . 7 3 percent in 
1970. (See Table.) 
Nebraska was thirty-fifth among the 
states in its population growth during 
the 1970's. Nebraska's growth rate of 
5.7 percent from 1970 to 1980 slightly 
exceeded its 1960's growth rate of 5.1 
percent. By comparison, the United 
States as a whole experienced a growth 
rate of 11.4 percent during the 1970's, 
and the growth rates for individual 
states ranged from 63.5 percent for 
Nevada to a 3.8 percent population 
loss in New. York (15.7 percent ' loss 
in the District of Columbia). 
Nebraska's Counties 
Nebraska's moderate population 
growth during the 1970's was not 
experienced evenly across the state.1 
While 42 (or 45 percent) of the state's 
93 counties experienced population gains 
from 1970 to 1980, 51 counties (or 55 
percent) demonstrated population losses, 
and only 21 counties (23 percent) had 
population gains above the 5. 7 percent 
gain recorded for Nebraska as a whole. 
Losses ranged from 0.1 percent (in 
Pierce County) to 18.8 percent (in 
Kimball County), and gains ranged 
from 0.3 percent (in Adams County) 
to 35.7 percent (in Box Butte County). 
The pattern of population change 
across Nebraska during the 1970's is 
displayed by county on Maps lA and lB. 
The 24 counties with 5.0 or more percent 
population gain demonstrate a rather 
distinct distribution across the state 
(Map lB). Most counties experiencing 
population gains in excess of 5.0 percent 
during the 1970's contained metropolitan 
or non-metropolitan urban centers. 
Relatedly, a nearly continuous arc of 
these growth counties extends east to 
west along the Platte River valley/ 
Interstate 80 corridor from the Omaha 
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POPULATION AND HOUSING IN N(BRASKA. 1980 
Population ! 1 Race~/ 
Population 
Tou~• Change 1/.Jhit~ Nonwh•te Black lndtan As•an 
Population 1970-80 
1980 IAsa'lll No 
"' 
No. 
"' 
No 
"' 
No. 
"' 
No. 
"' 
Adams ~.656 0.3 30.228 98.6 428 1.4 125 0.4 66 0.2 89 0.3 
Antelope 8,675 · · 4.1 8 ,647 99 7 28 0.3 3 00 15 02 6 0. 1 
Arthur 513 15.3 
Banner 918 ·11 2 909 990 9 10 4 04 
Blaine 867 24 862 994 5 06 4 0~ 
Boone 7.391 -98 7;377 998 14 0.2 4 01 4 01 
Box Butte 13.696 35 7 13.058 953 638 4 7 47 0.3 227 1 7 46 03 
Boyd 3.331 112 3.319 996 12 0.4 7 02 5 02 
Brown 4 ,377 89 4.357 995 20 05 7 02 10 02 
Buffalo 34,797 11.5 34.159 98.2 638 1 8 5 1 0.2 70 02 104 0 .3 
Bun 8.813 . 4 7 8.718 989 95 1.1 1 0.0 58 0.7 20 0 .2 
Butler 9,330 . 1 4 9.306 997 24 03 1 0.0 11 01 8 01 
Cass 20,297 12 3 20.124 991 173 0.9 38 0.2 41 0.2 42 0.2 
Cedar 10.852 110 10.827 998 25 02 1 00 13 01 5 0 .1 
en.,. 4.758 15 2 4 .701 988 57 1 2 1 0.0 17 04 6 0 .1 
Cherrv 6,758 1.3 6.645 98.3 113 1 7 1 0.0 90 1.3 10 01 
Cheyenne 10,057 . 6 .7 9.850 97 9 207 2 1 13 0 1 74 0.7 20 02 
. Clay 8.106 . 1.9 8 ,044 99.2 62 08 I 0.0 10 01 11 0 1 
Colfax 9.890 4 I 9.848 996 42 04 2 00 7 01 5 01 
Cuming 11,664 31 11.642 998 22 02 4 00 1 00 12 0.1 
Custer 13.877 1 5 13.825 996 52 04 29 02 10 01 
Dak ota 16.573 262 16.026 967 547 33 51 0.3 177 11 48 03 
O.wes 9.609 · I 6 9.300 968 309 32 8 1 08 127 1.3 39 0.4 
Dawson 22.162 12.1 21.748 981 414 19 14 0. 1 35 02 54 0.2 
Deuel 2,462 · 9.4 2.385 969 77 3. 1 6 0.2 13 0.5 
Dixon 7,137 . 4.2 7.098 99 5 39 0!; 2 0.0 !; 01 31 04 
Dodge 35.84 7 31 35.622 994 22!; 06 56 02 77 02 85 0.2 
Oot.Jiglas 397.884 22 349.304 87.8 48.580 12 2 39.831 100 L947 05 2,211 0.6 
Oundy 2.861 . 2 2 2.841 993 20 07 3 0 I 8 03 
F.llmore 7,920 -2 7 7.885 996 J5 0.4 7 01 IJ 0.2 6 01 
F rank 1m 4,J77 4 1 4,355 99.5 22 05 3 01 4 01 6 01 
rront1er 3 ,647 -8 4 3.626 994 2 1 06 1 00 2 01 10 03 
Furnas 6 .486 · 6 0 6.472 99.8 14 0.2 4 0 1 5 01 
Gage 24,456 -50 24.270 992 186 0.8 30 0.1 41 02 Jl 0 1 
Garden 2.802 43 2.793 997 9 03 9 03 
Garf1eld 2.363 . 2 0 2.357 997 6 OJ 2 0,1 
Gosper 2,140 ·I 7 2.125 993 15 07 7 OJ 
Grant 877 -139 873 995 4 05 1 01 2 02 
Greeley 3,462 . 135 3,455 998 7 0.2 2 0.1 4 01 
Hall 47.690 113 46,788 98.1 902 1.9 120 O.J 114 02 103 02 
Hamilton 9.30 1 4 9 9.270 99.7 31 03 2 0.0 6 0 1 9 0 1 
Harlan 4 .292 -I 5 4.288 999 4 0 1 I 0.0 1 00 1 00 
Hayes 1,356 - 11 4 1,354 999 2 01 2 0.1 
H•tchcock 4,079 07 4.050 993 29 07 2 01 8 0.2 13 03 
Holt 13.552 48 13 524 99R ?8 07 1 00 15 01 7 01 
Hooke.- 990 54 974 984 16 16 3 03 5 05 
Howard 6.773 - 0 .5 6.729 994 44 06 2 00 2 1 03 6 01 
Jefferson 9.8 17 59 9,735 992 82 0.8 7 0 1 11 0. 1 9 0.1 
Johnson 5.285 -8 0 5,274 998 11 0.2 2 00 5 0.1 
Kearney 7,053 52 6,987 99.1 66 0.9 6 01 3 00 6 01 
Keith 9.364 10 3 9.161 97 8 20J 2.2 2 00 40 04 J7 0.4 
Keva Paha 1.~1 -29 1.300 999 1 01 
K•mball 4.882 . 18.8 4,793 98 2 89 18 1 0.0 16 0.3 8 02 
Knox 11,457 23 10.985 959 472 4 1 1 00 461 4 0 6 0.1 
Lancas1er 192.884 14.8 184.902 959 7.982 4 1 3.521 18 952 05 1,723 09 
L•ncoln 36.455 234 35, 175 96 5 1,280 35 100 0.3 92 0.3 138 04 
Logon 983 -08 980 99 7 J 03 
Loup 859 0.6 858 999 1 01 1 01 
McPherson 59J -4 8 592 998 1 02 I 01 
Machson 31 ;382 14 5 31.038 98.9 344 11 29 01 179 06 76 02 
Merrick 8 .945 22 8.888 994 57 06 4 00 14 02 16 02 
Morrill 6,085 47 6.029 991 56 09 2 00 32 00 3 00 
Nance 4,740 -7 8 4.7 18 995 22 05 2 0.0 5 0.1 
Nemat1a 8,367 -68 8,240 985 127 1.5 84 10 9 0 1 8 0.1 
Nvckolls 6,726 . 9 2 6.700 996 26 0.4 I 00 9 02 10 0.2 
O toe 15,183 . 25 15.105 995 78 05 9 01 21 0 I 22 01 
Pawnee 3,937 . 12 0 3.930 998 7 0.2 4 01 3 0 1 
Perk1ns 3,637 63 3.605 991 32 09 6 02 2 00 
Pt elps 9,769 23 9.715 994 54 06 1 00 14 01 10 01 
P,erce 8.481 -01 8.46J 998 18 02 1 00 11 3 
Platte 28.852 87 28.728 99 6 124 04 4 0.0 25 0. 1 60 0.2 
Polk 6.320 -2.3 6.302 99 7 18 03 1 00 9 01 8 0 1 
Red Wil low 12,615 3.5 12.429 98 5 186 I 5 16 0. 1 39 03 30 02 
A1ct'1ardson 11 ,315 78 11 , 111 98 3 198 17 2 00 153 1 4 20 02 
Rock 2.383 68 2.J75 997 8 03 2 0 I 2 01 
Saline 13.131 25 13.001 990 130 10 43 03 17 01 57 04 
SarPv 86015 299 79.546 92 5 6.469 75 3,756 44 269 OJ 1 167 1 4 
~unders 18,716 100 18,601 994 115 06 15 0 I 33 0.2 31 02 
Scom Slufl 38,344 5.2 35.278 92 0 3,066 80 62 0.2 455 12 193 05 
Seward 15.789 92 15.625 990 164 10 52 0 .3 37 02 46 03 
Sheridan 7,544 36 7,054 93 5 490 65 • 01 392 52 33 04 
Sherman 4,226 10 6 4.214 997 12 03 I 00 1 00 
StOU)t 1.645 -9 3 1.803 977 42 23 2 01 2 01 5 03 
S1an1on 6,549 13 7 6.512 994 37 06 14 02 11 02 
T hayer 7,582 25 7.536 994 46 0 6 3 00 19 03 5 0.1 
Thomas 973 20 971 998 2 02 1 00 I 00 
Tt-11r\ton 7,186 15 4.759 667 2 d27 13 8 12 01 2.406 33 5 2 00 
v ~•·pv 5.6J3 26 5.618 997 15 03 2 00 J 01 6 01 
WrtS111nQ10n 15,508 16 5 15.361 991 147 0.9 60 0 4 28 02 32 07 
Wdvnp 9.858 52 9.776 99 2 82 08 38 04 15 0.2 20 02 
Wet>ster 4858 -100 4.853 997 15 03 1 0.0 I 00 13 03 
Wheeler 1.060 09 1.051 992 9 08 1 01 8 08 
Yor' 14 798 8 1 14 .668 991 130 09 52 04 22 02 34 02 
Nebraska 1,570.006 57 1,490.569 94 9 79,437 5 1 48.389 3 I 9,197 0.6 6 .996 04 
Un11Pd bl 
States- 226,504.825 114 188.340.790 83 2 38,164,035 16 8 26.488.218 11 7 1.418,195 0.6 3.500.636 1 5 
w~::,:~~~1 7 .184,066 52 16.044.832 93 4 1 139,23d 66 788.544 46 142,624 08 86.999 05 
a/Source, e)tceot where noted, lS the PL. 9d 171 Report lor Nroraska, U .S Burt:,lu of the Cf'nsus 
biSource is " Ad\lance Report" tor N('l)raska IPHC 80-V 29). U.S. Burl'au ol the Census 
c1tncludes Iowa . Kansas. M1nneso1a M.ssour•. Nebrask.a Notth Dakota . and South Dakota 
Ethn•c•tv-~ 1 
Spamsh-ougin Hous•n9 
Untlstn 
No. 
"' 
1980 
264 0.9 12,657 
15 0.2 3.689 
233 
11 1.2 410 
2 02 368 
15 02 3,066 
514 38 5.548 
9 0.3 1.457 
14 03 1.996 
790 2.3 13,439 
30 03 3.803 
12 0.1 3.809 
128 06 8,322 
38 0.4 3,852 
47 10 2,099 
22 0.3 2.963 
246 2.5 4.473 
55 0 .7 3.354 
79 08 4.0.:12 
44 04 4 ,324 
47 03 6.180 
485 2.9 6.129 
156 1 6 3,965 
578 2 .6 9,309 
110 45 1.1 18 
26 0.4 2.849 
157 0.4 14,243 
8.240 21 155,924 
10 0.3 1,438 
22 0.3 3.276 
16 0.4 2.054 
21 06 1.790 
29 0 .5 3,080 
139 06 9.911 
8 03 1.401 
6 03 1,075 
8 0 4 1,249 
3 0.3 430 
8 0.2 1,424 
1.355 28 18,769 
57 0.6 3,602 
4 01 2.129 
671 
19 0.5 1,741 
00 03 &.411 
19 19 449 
32 05 2.662 
81 08 4,27 1 
13 03 2,201 
97 1 4 2,826 
363 39 4,785 
2 02 566 
150 31 2.032 
31 0 3 4,804 
2.879 1 5 76,378 
1,519 4.2 14 ,760 
5 05 402 
2 02 367 
264 
154 0.5 12.327 
58 07 J.604 
358 59 2,592 
20 04 1,977 
56 07 3,497 
10 0.2 2.899 
74 0.5 6,320 
15 0.4 1,799 
65 1.8 1,559 
87 09 4,082 
12 01 3,240 
83 03 10,937 
9 0 1 2,575 
170 1.3 5,309 
62 06 4,918 
8 O.J 1.040 
60 05 5.393 
2.318 27 27.692 
83 04 7,589 
4,7 14 12.3 15.320 
85 0.5 5,692 
89 1 2 J,177 
6 01 1,8 15 
74 4 0 821 
18 03 2.289 
32 0 4 3,182 
426 
4 1 06 2.~ 71 
21 0 .4 2,543 
55 0 4 5.R88 
50 05 3.571 
1 0.0 2,250 
1 0 I 542 
59 04 5.79 1 
28.020 1.8 624.821 
14,605.883 64 88.394,574 
206.611 I 2 6.848.745 
Hous.ng IJI 
Chongein 
Hous•ng Units 
1970 1980 
IAsa"l 
17 9 
96 
1.7 
20 
102 
6~ 
456 
62 
22.7 
28 6 
114 
8.3 
281 
05 
300 
91 
8.7 
10 7 
138 
10.1 
104 
46 8 
17 0 
25 1 
I 5 
5.4 
17 2 
201 
12 J 
64 
7.9 
15 0 
9.1 
12 7 
160 
95 
35 5 
13 2 
00 
26 3 
189 
16 4 
52 
43 
201 
109 
11_1 
26 
1.5 
18 .5 
49 1 
29 
I 2 
10 7 
33 4 
385 
10 .1 
1 1 
7.3 
281 
18.2 
14 9 
1.1 
4 8 
1 8 
79 
01 
13.7 
172 
79 
294 
2 3 
15 3 
1 2 
108 
101 
:.eo 
27 5 
22 4 
21 1 
20 7 
33 
7 8 
11 8 
38 
90 
If} 1 
10 .\ 
29 4 
10 2 
2 4 
186 
16 2 
212 
28 7 
212 
Percentage Point 
D•llertmcc 
Betw~n 
PopulatiOI ' 
Chang~> and 
Housu\g Un11 
Changl:l 
17.6 
13 7 
136 
13 2 
78 
16 3 
99 
17 4 
13 8 
17 1 
161 
9 7 
15.8 
105 
14 8 
10.4 
15 a 
126 
97 
13 2 
119 
206 
18 6 
130 
10.9 
96 
14 1 
179 
14 5 
9 I 
120 
23 4 
151 
17 1 
203 
115 
J7 2 
27 1 
13 5 
15.0 
14 0 
17 9 
166 
36 
153 
55 
116 
85 
95 
13 3 
388 
00 
17 6 
130 
18 6 
15 1 
109 
05 
12 I 
136 
160 
10 2 
89 
116 
11.0 
104 
11.9 
7 4 
14 9 
80 
207 
46 
118 
90 
4 0 
76 
28 1 
17 5 
17 2 
119 
17 I 
7.3 
1 5 
19 
63 
70 
17 ~ 
1/9 
129 
IC, 4 
12 4 
177 
81 
15 5 
17.3 
160 
MAP 1 
POPULATION CHANGE IN NEBRASKA, BY COUNTY, 1970-1980 
(As A Percent) 
Percent 
.15 or more 
Ill 10- 14.9 
.... 5-9.9 
1 -4.9 
Percent 
• 20 or more 
111110- 19.9 
.... 5 - 9.9 
1-4.9 
: : : less than 1.0 
A. Loss Counties 
B. Gain Counties 
Page 3 
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metropolitan area to the VICinity of 
Ogallala (Keith County). In addition, 
several other growth cores in the state 
include counties in the Panhandle and 
Sandhills areas. 
The 25 counties with population 
losses in excess of 5.0 percent during 
the 1970's form a less distin ct but general 
pattern across Nebraska (Map 1A). Those 
loss counties are clustered within the 
southwestern and western area of the 
Panhandle, within the southeastern 
corner and southern margin of the state, 
and in several areas immediately adjacent 
to growth counties, suggesting a signifi-
cant between-county migration pattern. 
Population Turnaround 
Most interesting and more significant 
to the future of Nebraska are the changes 
in county growth rates between the 
1960's and 1970's. The comparison of 
growth rates between decades suggests 
that many of Nebraska's rural and semi-
rural counties, which lost population 
during the 1960's, have strongly 
stabilized or are experiencing a renewed 
population growth during the 1970's 
(See Map 2.) That "population turn-
around " trend has become widely recog-
nized in the United States during the late 
1970's, and Nebraska is clearly sharing 
in that trend. 
While Nebraska's total population 
change increased from a 5.1 percent 
population gain in the 1960's to only a 
5.7 percent gain during the 1970's, the 
population changes were much more 
significant by county in the state. 
Twenty-one of Nebraska's counties con-
tinued to gain population during the 
1970's at rates greater than they experi-
enced during the 1960 's. Of the 45 
Nebraska counties which continued to 
Jose population during the 1970's, 40 
lost population at Jesser rates than during 
the 1960's. Thus, the degree of popu-
lation change in 52 (56 percent) of 
Nebraska's counties has been shifting to 
the more positive side. 
More dramatic are the 21 Nebraska 
counties that witnessed the change from 
population losses during the 1960's to 
population gains during the 1970's. 
These turnaround counties constitute 
nearly one-quarter (23 percent) of the 
state's counties, and far outnumber 
the 6 percent of counties experiencing 
the opposite trend (from gain in the 
1960's to loss in the 1970's). The most 
extreme example of a positive turnaround 
county in Nebraska is Box Butte County 
which changed from a 13.6 percent 
population loss in the 1960's to a 3 5. 7 
percent population gain during the 
1970's. By contrast, the most extreme 
case of negative turnaround is Harlan 
MAP 2 
County which changed from a 14.2 
percent gain in the 1960's to a 1.5 per-
cent loss in the 1970's. 
The 1980 Census figures and trends 
discussed above suggest a moderate but 
very distinct turnaround from previous 
population decline to stability or slow 
population growth. Nebraska is no 
lon,ger following the earlier trend of 
population loss from a predominantly 
rural/agricultural economy. On the con-
trary, Nebraska can expect a stable to 
sligh tly increasing population base in 
the futu re, particularly due to the de-
velopment of its nonmetropolitan urban 
counties. 
Race and Ethnicity 
In addition to total population counts, 
the 1980 Census data released to date 
include the differentiation of population 
by race and by ethnicity for persons of 
Spanish origin. The enumeration of the 
population by race and Spanish origin 
relies upon the self-identification of the 
respondent population. The racial cate-
gories reported by the Census include: 
white, black, American Indian/Eskimo/ 
Aleut, Asian/Pacific Islander, and other. 
The non-white category reported on here 
includes all persons except those report-
ing themselves as white, and can be con-
sidered to include all racial minorities. 
TURNAROUND COUNTIES IN NEBRASKA, 1970-1980 
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HW Population gain in 1970's, but population loss in 1960's. 
::: Population loss in 1970's, but population gain in 1960's. 
White. Nebraska's white population 
constituted 94.9 percent of the total 
population across the state in 1980. 
While Nebraska's white population 
increased by 4 percent between 1970 and 
1980, the white population as a propor-
tion of the total decreased very slightly 
(1.6 percent) during the decade of the 
1970's. By county, the white population 
in 1980 constituted a majority of people 
in all counties across the state and 
exceeded 90 percent of the total popula-
tion in all but two counties (Thurston 
and Douglas). 
Non-white. Nebraska's non-white 
population numbered 79,437 in 1980, 
amounting to 5.1 percent of the state's 
total. During the 1970's, non-whites 
increased in number by 28,811 across 
the state. That increase amounted to a 
56.9 percent gain in non-white popula-
tion over the decade. 
The number and proportion of non-
whites varied considerably by county 
across the state (Maps 3A and 4A). The 
non-white population ranged numerically 
from zero (in Arthur County) to 48,580 
(in Douglas County), and proportionally 
from 0.0 percent (in Arthur County) 
to 33.8 percent (in Thurston County). 
However, Nebraska's non-white popu-
lation was concentrated in relatively few 
of the state's counties. Nearly 88 percent 
of Nebraska's non-whites were located in 
six counties (6 percent), and Douglas 
County alone contained 61 percent of 
the state's non-whites. 
Numerically, the distribution of 
counties with relatively larger numbers of 
non-whites (1,000 or more) in 1980 were 
limited to a few counties containing or 
nearby to medium to large sized cities 
(Map 3A). Counties containing 200 or 
more non-whites were more widely 
distributed across Nebraska and include 
the metropolitan counties (Douglas, 
Lancaster, and Sarpy) in eastern Nebraska, 
a line of counties along the Platte River 
valley/Interstate 80 corridor from Grand 
Island (Hall County) to Ogallala (Keith 
County), several Panhandle counties, and 
several counties in the northeast section 
of the state. 
ProportionaJ.ly, counties with 5.0 
percent or more of their populations 
non-white were limited to three counties 
associated with urban centers at opposite 
ends of Nebraska (Douglas and Sarpy 
Counties associated with Omaha and 
Scotts Bluff County with Scottsbluff and 
Gering) and two rural counties (Sheridan 
and Thurston) either adjacent to or 
containing Indian reservations, respec-
tively. (Map 4A) 
Black. The black population of 
Nebraska totaled 48,389 people in 1980, 
or 3.1 percent of the state's total popu-
lation. While the number of blacks in 
the state in 1980 was 21.2 percent 
greater than the number of blacks in 
1970, 97 percent of all Nebraska blacks 
remained concentrated within only three 
(3 percent) of the state's counties. As 
is clear from Maps 3B and 4B, Nebraska's 
black population lives predominantly 
within the two metropolitan centers 
of the state- Omaha in Douglas and 
Sarpy Counties, and Lincoln within 
Lancaster County. 
Indian. The population of American 
Indians in Nebraska numbered 9,197 in 
1980, amounting to a mere 0.6 percent of 
the state's population. However, 
Nebraska's Indian population grew by 
2,573 during the 1970's, a growth rate of 
38.8 percent. Though less concentrated 
than Nebraska's black population, the 
bulk of the state's Indian population is 
located within relatively few counties; 
two-thirds (66 percent) of all American 
Indians in Nebraska are located within 
13 (14 percent) of the state's counties. 
Numbers range from zero in a number of 
counties to 2,406 Indians in Thurston 
County, site of Nebraska's largest reser-
vation. Percentages range from near 0.0 
percent in many counties to 33.5 percent 
in Thurston County. Counties with more 
than 500 Indians are limited to Thurston, 
Douglas, and Lancaster Counties, while 
those counties with 200 to 500 Indians 
include Knox, Sarpy, and several Pan-
handle counties (Map 3C). Proportionally, 
only Thurston, Sheridan, and Knox 
Counties can count as many as 2 percent 
of their inhabitants as American Indian 
(Map 4C). 
Spanish Origin. Though not a racial 
group, people of Spanish origins (particu-
larly Mexican-Americans) are among 
Nebraska's more numerous mino.~ty 
groups. People who reported themselves 
to be of Spanish origin totaled 28,020 
in Nebraska in 1980, or 1.8 percent of 
the total state population. The popu-
lation of Spanish origin was far more 
widely spread across the state than many 
other minorities; only one-third (33 
percent) of persons of Spanish origin are 
located in the 22 counties with 100 or 
more inhabitants of Spanish origin. By 
county, numbers range from zero in 
several counties to 8,240 in Douglas 
County, and proportions range from 
0.0 percent to 12.3 percent in Scotts 
Bluff County . 
Numerically, the distribu cion of 
counties with relatively larger numbers of 
Spanish origin population (500 or more) 
in 1980 included the metropolitan 
centers of Nebraska (Douglas, Sarpy and 
Lancaster Counties), counties of the 
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Platte River valley/Interstate 80 corridor 
from Grand Island (Hall County) to 
North Platte (Lincoln County), and the 
two Panhandle counties of Scotts Bluff 
and Box Butte (Map 3D), Including 
counties with 200 to 500 people of 
Spanish ongm enlarges the already 
identified areas of the Panhandle and 
Platte River valley, and adds Dakota 
County to the counties of relatively 
greater Spanish ongm population. 
Proportionally, only Scotts Bluff and 
Morrill Counties in the Panhandle 
include as many as 5 percent of their 
populations of Spanish origin (Map 
4D). 
Nebraska's Housing 
The 1980 Census of Population and 
Housing reported the presence of 
624,821 housing units in Nebraska.2 
Demonstrating a more substantial 
increase in housing units than population, 
Nebraska's housing stock increased by 
21.2 percent during the 1970's. This 
compares to a 28.7 percent increase in 
housing stock across the nation. 
Eighty-five (or 91 percent) of 
Nebraska's counties gained housing units 
during the 1970's. Those gains ranged 
from 1.1 percent gains (Nance and Loup 
Counties) to a substantial 58.0 percent 
gain (Sarpy County). In Greeley County 
the housing units remained unchanged 
and only seven counties lost housing 
units- from losses of 0.1 percent (Pawnee 
County) to 7.8 percent (Sioux County) . 
Distributionally, the greatest increases 
in housing units (20.0 percent or more) 
across Nebraska occurred in the eastern 
urban counties (associated with Omaha, 
South Sioux City, Lincoln, and Norfolk) , 
the Platte River valley/Interstate 80 
corridor (from Hall to Keith and Chase 
Counties), and portions of the Panhandle 
and Sandhills. Counties losing housing 
units were distributed widely across the 
state. 
The sometimes dramatic differences 
between population and housing unit 
changes in 1980 are not as remarkable as 
they may seem at first. Differences 
between rates of population and housing 
units change from 15 to 20 percent are 
"expected" in the United States today 
because of the many demographic 
changes taking place in our society. In 
particular, the change to smaller-sized 
households (due to fewer marriages, 
more divorces, more elderly, etc.) had 
resulted in housing units being con-
structed at rates significantly greater 
than population growth would warrant. 
Th.e difference between population 
change and housing unit change for 
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MAP 5 
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Nebraska as a whole amounted to 15.5 
percentage points in 1980. Differences 
ranged from virtually no difference (in 
Keya Paha County) to a 38.8 percentage 
point difference in Keith County. 
A more detailed analysis of 1980 
Census data should follow the release 
of further information over the following 
months. With the release of more detailed 
data (including information on age, sex, 
occupation, etc.), the search for an 
explanation of current trends will be 
most appropriate. 
1The computation and comparison of popu-
lation changes by county in a state such as 
Nebraska, particularly as percentage changes, 
must be done cautiously. Widely differing 
base populations in the various counties (from 
513 people in Arthur County to 397,884 
people in Douglas County in 1980) and differ-
ing county areas (from Sarpy County with 239 
square miles to Cherry County with 5,966 
square miles), could lead to misleading impres-
sions of populat ion trends. 
2The 1980 Census data on housing units 
in Nebraska were not included in the P. L. 
94-17 1 report. The figures reported here are 
taken from the Nebraska Advance Report 
(PHC 80-V-29). The reader should be reminded 
that data from the adva nee reports are more 
likely to be revised than figures from the P. L. 
94-17 1 report. In add ition, housing units 
reported here include vacant as well as occupied, 
seasonal. and manufactured homes. 
Merger Joins CUE and CAUR 
FLOYD WATERMAN 
The Center for Urban Education 
has become a part of the Center for 
Applied Urban Research. 
Dr. Floyd Waterman, director of 
CUE, will retain that title, although 
he has moved to the CAUR office in the 
Kiewit Conference Center. 
At CAUR he will work with training 
programs, continue to build interface 
with low income areas, seek grants to 
deal with urban social problems, and 
further the university outreach within 
the community. 
Dr. Waterman came to UNO in 1965 
as an associate professor of education 
and taught in the department of elemen-
tary education. In 1966 when the 
university received the first Teacher 
Corps grant, he began working with that 
program. and in 1975 he was awarded 
a national contract for developmental 
training activities and technical assistance 
for 130 to 150 Teachers Corps projects. 
In a memo to the Board of Regents 
Chancellor Weber stated, "Reorganization 
will allow the budget capability and 
resource flexibility to expand training 
and educational services building upon 
the CUE presence in North Omaha and 
upon ongoing CAUR activities at the 
Peter Kiewit Conference Center. 
"Planned activities include establish-
ment of neighborhood socio-economic 
profiles, development of a neighborhood 
resources and data bank, work on 
community development strategies, and 
expansion of community education 
activities," he continued. 
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omaha's Economv,1979-80, and a Look Ahead 
By Paul S. T. Lee 
Introduction 
I N ORDER TO ANALYZE the devel-oping patterns and rates of change in 
demographic and economic activities 
within the Omaha urban area, the Center 
for Applied Urban Research continues 
to compile intra-urban demographic and 
economic indicators as part of the effort 
to serve the Omaha business community. 
This issue of the Review of Applied 
Urban Research presents data on patterns 
of intra-urban migration, i.e., the number 
of households moving from one subarea 
to another and the changes in number of 
births and deaths by subareas and by 
quarter for both 1979 and 1980. 
Included also are the sales of new cars 
and trucks, the numbers of single and 
multiple-family building permits, and the 
number of demolition permits issued by 
the Douglas County Building Permit 
Inspection Department. The total number 
of mortgage loans and their values and 
data on the number of individual bank-
ruptcies are also presented by subareas 
and by quarters for the past two years. 
Inflation Takes Tolls 
The double digit inflation rate and the 
skyrocketing interest rate for mortgages 
in 1980 t ook a severe toll of the nation's 
economy and that of Omaha as well. As 
revealed in Table 1, new automobile sales 
slumped, housing construction activity 
was down, and bankruptcies rose. All 
these indicate that 1980 was not a bright 
year for Omaha's business community. 
Although the indicators point to a 
downward trend, this movement in 
Omaha, however, was not as severe as 
for the nation. Unemployment in Omaha 
was still substantially below the national 
average, and the increased effort toward 
downtown redevelopment not only 
revived the business community but also 
enhanced the general public's confidence 
in the local economy. The year 1981 
should provide a challenge to both the 
private and the public sectors in preserv-
ing a healthy, prosperous, and growing 
local economy. 
Natural Increase in Population 
According to the 1980 Census, the 
city of Omaha experienced a 10.2 percent 
loss in population during the past decade. 
However, Omaha's natural increase in 
population (i.e. , more births than deaths) 
continued for both 1979 and 1980 in mobiles and new trucks have been down 
all sections of the urbanized area. For 
instance, Omaha as a whole had a net 
natural increase of 3, 764 and 3, 707 
persons in 1979 and 1980, respectively. 
The Southwest subarea, being the 
largest in Omaha, registered the largest 
net natural increase in population: 909 
in 1979 and 8 33 in 1980. This occurred 
because it had the largest number of 
births in both years among all subareas 
of Omaha, and its number of deaths was 
relatively lower. 
Nearly half (47 percent) of Omaha's 
total deaths came from areas east of 
42nd Street in both 1979 and 1980. 
This was not a surprise because many 
elderly live in these areas. 
Intra-urban Migration 
Intra-urban migration is defined as the 
number of households moving from a 
residence in one subarea to another. Both 
1979 and 1980 saw a continuation of the 
westward out-migration from areas east 
of 72nd Street to areas west of 72nd 
Street. Except for the Northcentral Sub-
urban all the rest of the subareas east of 
72nd Street experienced a net loss of 
households resulting from this our-
migration pattern while subareas west of 
72nd Street experienced a net gain. 
A total of 1,152 households moved 
out of subareas east of 72nd Street in 
1979, and only 874 moved into these 
sections of Omaha, leaving a net loss of 
278 households. The net loss of subareas 
east of 72nd Street was the net gain of 
subareas west of 72nd Street. 
The westward migration trend, how-
ever, slowed significantly in 1980 as 
compared to 1979. For instance, a total 
of 610 households moved into subareas 
west of 72nd Street and only 410 moved 
out of these areas, leaving a net gain of 
200 households. This represents a 28.1 
percent reduction of out-migration from 
areas east of 72nd Street. Spiraling 
gasoline prices and the double digit 
interest rate for mortgages were among 
the major factors forcing residents to 
improve and repair their current resi-
dences rather than buy newer and larger 
homes in the western suburbs. 
New Car Registration 
Consumers' resistance to high inflation 
has been registered in many ways, such as 
driving less and postponing buying new 
cars. As a result, the sales of ~ew auto-
in Omaha as well as in most other parts 
of the nation. A total of 13,34 7 new 
cars was registered in the Douglas County 
assessors' office in 1980 by residents 
living in the urbanized areas of Douglas 
County, including Omaha. This represents 
a 10.5 percent drop from 1979. The 
number of new trucks registered was also 
down to 2,636 in 1980 from 3,786 in 
1979, a decrease of 30.4 percent. About 
one out of every three (29.8 percent) 
cars registered was bought by residents 
in t he Southwest subarea. Measured by 
the number of new cars bought per 
thousand population, this section of 
Omaha had the highest demand for new 
cars. 
Bankruptcies 
Over the past two years, the number 
of bankruptcies increased sharply in 
Omaha. For example, a total of 1,019 
bankruptcies was registered in Omaha in 
1980, a rise of 342 cases or a 50.5 per-
cent increase over a year ago. As 
expected, the Northeast subarea where 
many low-income families live led all 
sections of Omaha with the largest 
number of bankruptcies, 25 7 or one of 
every four in Omaha. 
The increase of bankruptcies was a 
city-wide phenomenon. For instance, a 
total of 163 bankruptcies was recorded 
in 1980 by residents living in the South-
west section of Omaha, an area where 
many upper-income families live. This 
represents a 59.8 percent increase from 
102 cases in 1979, indicating that nearly 
everyone has been hard pressed by the 
high inflation rate. In addition to infla-
tion, a factor contributing to the increase 
of bankruptcies might be the new pro-
visions of the Nebraska bankruptcy law 
whereby a person can retain a large pro-
portion of his belongings after filing 
bankruptcy. 
Housing Industry 
High inflation takes a heavy toll on 
the housing industry. The demand for 
housing was slow in 1979 and even slower 
in 1980. This was due to the fact that 
potential home-buyers have been hard 
pressed not only by the ever-rising costs 
of housing but also by the double digit 
interest rate. This was demonstrated by 
the fact that housing starts, as indicated 
by the number of single-dwelling building 
permits issued, were considerably lower 
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87 
148 
180 
172 
487 
$ 12.9 
6.1 
6.~ 
9 7 
$35.5 
lH!> S 7 r, 
188 60 
231 10.7 
777 81 
837 s 37.3 
I(X) 4 !:1 
1J} !19 
I~ 7.0 
144 1 ~ 
l,:r~ $ )4 9 
1979 
I 
I I 
Il l 
IV 
Total 
1980 
I 
II 
Ill 
IV 
Total 
1979 
I 
I I 
Il l 
IV 
Total 
1980 
I 
I I 
Ill 
IV 
Total 
1979 
I 
II 
Il l 
IV 
Total 
1980 
I 
II 
I ll 
IV 
Total 
1979 
I 
II 
Ill 
IV 
Total 
1980 
I 
II 
Il l 
IV 
Total 
1979 
I 
I I 
Il l 
IV 
Total 
1980 
I 
II 
Ill 
IV 
Total 
.c 
t: 
iii 
291 
312 
318 
323 
1.244 
321 
281 
316 
316 
1,234 
105 
108 
150 
137 
500 
126 
140 
143 
133 
542 
93 
91 
98 
92 
374 
92 
118 
84 
94 
388 
18 
24 
22 
19 
83 
14 
14 
19 
23 
70 
1,637 
1,630 
1.838 
1,720 
6,825 
84 
70 
95 
86 
335 
109 
102 
84 
106 
401 
14 
12 
15 
11 
52 
19 
19 
21 
18 
77 
3 
9 
3 
7 
22 
6 
8 
2 
5 
21 
10 
6 
11 
34 
7 
5 
9 
10 
3 1 
779 
710 
788 
804 
3,061 
844 
734 
756 
805 
26 40 +14 
66 61 -5 
42 84 -t42 
35 47 +12 
169 232 +63 
27 
84 
46 
37 
174 
7 
12 
16 
11 
46 
11 
13 
28 
17 
69 
15 
10 
9 
39 
5 
5 
6 
17 
33 
1 
5 
10 
287 
448 
485 
352 
1,572 
247 
494 
458 
385 
32 
57 
60 
59 
208 
40 
67 
40 
33 
180 
+5 
-7 
+14 
+22 
+34 
+33 
+55 
+24 
+22 
+134 
26 +15 
56 +43 
39. +11 
32 +15 
153 +84 
19 
36 
33 
32 
120 
27 
30 
25 
27 
109 
11 
0 
3 
4 
3 
10 
287 
448 
485 
352 
1,572 
247 
494 
458 
385 
+14 
+21 
+23 
+23 
+81 
+22 
+25 
+19 
+10 
+76 
+2 
-2 
+4 
-3 
+1 
·2 
+2 
0 
+1 
+1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1,638 
1,671 
1.839 
1,698 
6.846 3.139 1.584 1.584 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
NA • Not available 
907 
1.342 
1,117 
899 
4 ,265 
1.011 
1,005 
1,084 
879 
3.979 
196 
321 
230 
273 
1,020 
272 
270 
332 
276 
1.150 
134 
260 
237 
210 
841 
228 
191 
222 
210 
851 
21 
69 
31 
35 
156 
26 
33 
25 
23 
107 
2,993 
4,738 
3.796 
3,391 
14.918 
3.460 
3.361 
3.552 
2.974 
13.347 
2ti8 
361 
245 
282 
1,156 
207 
186 
191 
151 
735 
5 1 
69 
60 
60 
240 
58 
50 
44 
36 
188 
44 
48 
32 
43 
167 
47 
29 
43 
28 
147 
15 
13 
9 
8 
45 
6 
6 
6 
8 
26 
899 
1,065 
879 
943 
3,786 
773 
652 
700 
511 
2.636 
25 
18 
33 
26 
102 
40 
39 
50 
34 
163 
14 
6 
9 
32 
7 
7 
20 
16 
50 
2 
0 
0 
1 
3 
7 
3 
4 
7 
21 
Continued 
Southwest Omaha 
92 s 2,118.7 
126 3.046.1 
130 3,563.1 
54 1.512.8 
402 $10.240.7 
115 $2.962.3 
46 1,194.0 
NA NA 
NA NA 
NA NA 
2 $ 67.2 
48 571.7 
18 486.6 
50 900.0 
118 s 2.025.5 
24 $ 365.7 
10 300.3 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 0 
0 0 
NA NA NA NA 
NA NA NA NA 
NA NA NA NA 
Northwest Suburban Omaha 
139 s 2.797.2 
184 4,216.7 
116 2,573.7 
120 2.686.0 
559 $12,273.6 
30 $ 672.0 
67 1.575.1 
NA NA 
NA NA 
NA NA 
2 s 26.9 
3 1 751.9 
4 77.7 
7 126.1 
44 $ 982.6 
0 
4 
NA 
NA 
NA 
0.0 0 
70.3 0 
NA NA NA 
NA NA NA 
NA NA NA 
Southwest Suburban Omaha 
104 $ 2.479.7 
181 4 ,251.0 
129 3,014.8 
75 1.739.4 
489 $11.484.9 
29 s 629.6 
73 1.548.7 
NA NA 
NA NA 
NA NA 
2 s 23.4 
2 52.0 
10 176.8 
0 0.0 
14 $ 252.2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
NA 
NA 
NA 
0.0 0 0 
3.0 0 0 
NA NA NA 
NA NA NA 
NA NA NA 
Northcentral Suburban Omaha 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
1 
1 
0 
3 
169 
185 
145 
178 
677 
234 
280 
244 
261 
1.019 
3 $ 70.3 
15 429.4 
9 209.8 
6 136.1 
33 $845.6 
$ 64.4 
124.0 
$ 0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
51.6 
$51.6 
0.0 
0.0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
NA N A NA NA NA NA 
NA NA NA 
NA NA NA 
NA NA NA 
NA NA NA 
Omaha Total.ll/ 
355 $ 7.787.3 
555 13.023.4 
416 9.993.1 
291 6,741,9 
1,617 $37.545.7 
187 
211 
NA 
NA 
NA 
$4,545.6 
4.809.3 
NA 
NA 
NA 
30 $ 706.1 
139 2,169.5 
55 1,336.6 
63 1,162.5 
287 $5.374,7 
65 11 
81 17 
87 22 
117 24 
350 74 
68 
23 
NA 
NA 
NA 
825.4 91 5 
522.9 61 0 
NA NA NA 
NA NA NA 
NA NA NA 
! 1Totals of mortgages do not mclvde those not c:.lass1fiable bV subarea. 
39 
117 
123 
75 
354 
32 
121 
NA 
NA 
NA 
15 
19 
13 
55 
54 
23 
NA 
NA 
NA 
5 
10 
6 
5 
26 
8 
10 
NA 
NA 
NA 
4 
5 
9 
4 
22 
0 
7 
NA 
NA 
NA 
233 
661 
846 
512 
2.052 
291 
625 
NA 
NA 
NA 
I 
1i-
E ~ 
=iii ·~~ 
~ ~ 
H a: a. 
lOOO's I 
107.5 
345.7 
314.5 
272.5 
$1,0402 
121.3 
3780 
NA 
NA 
NA 
46. 1 
38.9 
53.6 
48.6 
$187. 1 
$103. 1 
81.8 
NA 
NA 
NA 
18.3 
21.9 
12.8 
11.3 
84.2 
$ 33.5 
13.6 
NA 
NA 
NA 
15.0 
20.9 
33.0 
85.6 
$154.5 
33.7 
NA 
NA 
NA 
$ 695.8 
1.806.3 
1,500.6 
1,965.3 
$ 5.968.0 
$ 746.0 
1,518.9 
NA 
NA 
NA 
47 $ 530.8 
42 798.6 
55 1.567.7 
59 854.2 
192 s 3742.3 
66 s 528.3 
61 4.961.5 
NA NA 
NA NA 
NA NA 
2 
5 
8 
3 
18 
42 
3 
NA 
NA 
NA 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
2 
NA 
NA 
NA 
1 
0 
2 
1 
0 
NA 
NA 
NA 
109 
140 
144 
176 
569 
216 
193 
NA 
NA 
NA 
8.5 
9.0 
98.0 
28.3 
$ 143.8 
37.2 
38.6 
NA 
NA 
NA 
$ .9 
336.6 
NA 
NA 
NA 
75.0 
13.5 
5.8 
94.3 
25.0 
NA 
NA 
NA 
1,265.3 
2.877.0 
6.404.4 
3,167.3 
$13.714.0 
3,940.8 
7,229.5 
NA 
NA 
NA 
543 
562 
782 
619 
2.506 
~ 
~ 
i 
e 
~ 
(million I 
$ 39.8 
53.3 
50.6 
41.5 
$185.2 
321 s 25.9 
388 49.6 
539 33 4 
474 44.2 
1,722 $1531 
399 
334 
425 
374 
1,532 
189 
208 
252 
24 5 
894 
3 10 
286 
366 
250 
,212 
166 
153 
230 
205 
754 
26 
22 
46 
23 
117 
17 
14 
19 
19 
69 
$16.3 
14 1 
16.9 
16.6 
$ 63.9 
$ 9.4 
12.6 
10.5 
12.9 
$45.4 
$13.6 
13.1 
17.0 
11.5 
$55.2 
$ 7.4 
6.3 
10.7 
11.8 
$36.2 
1.1 
1.1 
1.9 
1.4 
5.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.9 
0.8 
2,7 
2,432 $ 121,7 
2,512 118.6 
3,157 135.9 
2.717 120 4 
10,8 18 $ 496.6 
1,409 
1,767 
2.230 
1,993 
7,399 
$ 88.0 
103.3 
93.9 
114.4 
$399.6 
The data were compiled by CAUR (Paul Lee, Frank Flatowtcz. Margaret Hein, and Jason Chen I from data'" the Dolly Rrrord and data madt> ava•lable by (1) Douglas County Heallh 
Department . D1v1sion of V1tal Statistics and 12) Crtv of Omaha, Off•ce of Permits and Inspections. 
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in 1980. City-wide, a total of 398 single-
dwelling permits was issued in the first 
half of 1980, down from 910 in the first 
half of 1979, a decrease of 512 or 56.3 
percent between the two half-year 
periods. 
As expected, most single-family con-
struction actiVIties occurred in the 
Northwest and Southwest Suburban and 
Southwest subareas. These three sections 
of Omaha had 90 percent of the total 
number of building permits in the first 
half of 1980. 
Another important component of the 
housing industry is home improvement. 
Contrary to the downward trend of new 
home construction, home improvement 
activity, measured in the number of 
residential improvement permits, had an 
upward trend. For instance, Omaha-wide 
916 residential improvement permits 
were issued in the first half of 1980, up 
from 894 in the first half of 1979. This 
reasserts the fact that more people fix or 
make additions to their existing homes 
Volume IX, Number 5 
than buy new ones in times of severe 
inflation. 
Mortgages 
The housing industry slump could 
also be seen through the number of 
mortgages. As expected, the 1980 total 
number of mortgages, 7,399, was 31.6 
percent below the level of mortgages a 
year ago, 10,818. Again, Southwest 
Omaha led the rest of the city in receiving 
the largest number as well as the largest 
amount of mortgage funds. 
A Look Ahead 
For the past two years, the nation's 
economy was hard pressed by a double 
digit inflation rate and by a spiraling 
interest rate for mortgages. High inflation 
has taken heavy tolls on the nation's 
economy and that of Omaha as well. 
This was seen in particular in the housing 
and automobile industries. 
REVIEW OF APPLIED URBAN RESEARCH 
Although most economic indicators 
pointed to a downward trend, this move-
ment in Omaha was not as severe as for 
the nation. Early in 1981, the unem-
ployment rate in Omaha (about 4.6 
percent in April) was substantially below 
the national average (about 7.3 percent 
for the same time period). Prices of new 
houses in Omaha were also lower than 
those elsewhere in the country. (See 
Review of Applied Urban Research, 
Vol. IX, No. 4, May, 1981, page 3.) 
Moreover, the recent passage of President 
Reagan's budget cut proposal by the U.S. 
Congress is expected to have considerable 
impact on the reduction of the nation's 
inflation rate. Omaha's downtown rede-
velopment also enchances the general 
public's confidence in the local economy. 
Looking ahead, the year of 1981 should 
provide some recovery and be a vigorous 
challenge to both the private and the 
public sectors in preserving a healthy and 
growing local economy. 
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